NAPOLEON:   THE  LAST PHASE
allege that, by the non-fulfilment of the treaty, he was starved out of Elba. We do not contend that this was his sole or even main motive in leaving Elba. We only set it up as against the contention of the allies that he was outlawed by breach of the treaty. Were it internationally correct that he should be outlawed for the rupture of that treaty, all the other signatory sovereigns should have been outlawed too.
And, after this decree of outlawry was promulgated, the situation had materially changed in Napoleon's favor; for France, by a plebiscite, had consecrated what he had done. It is the fashion to sneer at plebiscites, and they are not always very reliable. But this was the only possible expression of French opinion, the only possible form of French ratification. The will of the nation condoned or approved his return, just as it allowed the Bourbons to pass away in silence, without an arm raised to prevent or to defend them. We could, perhaps, scarcely expect the coalition to take into consideration so trifling a matter as the will of the nation. But it is hard to see why the choice of the nation should be placed outside the pale of humanity, while the rejected of the nation and the deliberate violator of the Treaty of Fontainebleau should be replaced with great circumstance on the throne.
But, it may be said, if the British government in this matter was mean and petty, was not Napoleon meaner and pettier? Should he not have been above any such contention? What did it matter to him? His name and fame were secure. Would Lord Bacon repine at not being known as Viscount of St. Albans ? No man will ever think of asking, as Pitt said, whether Nelson was a baron, a viscount, or an earl.
96truth, he might well
